
Washington State Department of Transportation 
15700 Dayton Avenue North 
Seattle, WA  98133 
 
December 23, 2004 
 
 
Request For Proposals 
Everett HOV Design-Build 
 
 
ATTENTION: All Short-listed Proposers 
 
Response To Questions No. 1 
 
 
1.  Question: Is it possible to receive the maximum number of points under Roadway 

without submitting an ATC? 
Response: Yes.  It is possible to receive the maximum number of points in any 
category without submitting an ATC. 
 

2.  Question: One of our team members has read that there is a Federal mandate 
requiring Superpave mixes for all new highway projects.  Will this project be subject 
to any such Federal requirements? 
Response:  All permanent asphalt pavement on this project is required to meet the 
requirements of Standard Specification 5-04, which is superpave.  This requirement 
will be reinforced by a forthcoming addendum.  The addendum will also mandate the 
use of PG 64-22 for all permanent HMA pavement.  The design-build phase of this 
project is funded with State funds only. 
 

3.  Question: What are the notification requirements if we wish to perform some 
surveying or drilling or other pre-proposal work on the project? 
Response:  Contact Mel Reitz, WSDOT Maintenance, 425-339-1780, to obtain a 
permit. 
 

4.  Question:  The ITP (Section 3.5.13) states that a Life-cycle cost analysis is required 
in the proposal as part of the pavement design.  We obtained a copy of the AASHTO 
software used by WSDOT to perform a LCCA.  It is going to require considerable 
effort to perform this analysis.  The WSDOT Pavement Guide (one of the mandatory 
standards for pavement design in the RFP) indicates that the LCCA is a tool to assist 
in the pavement type selection (HMA or PCCP).   The LCCA would typically be 
performed for a cost comparison between HMA and PCCP, but the RFP is very 
prescriptive in the pavement design. The technical specifications section indicates 
that we must match the existing type (PCC or HMA) pavement for the widening.  It 
also provides a minimum thickness of the pavement structure and the design 
ESALs.  We have some flexibility in the layer thicknesses within the structure but the 
LCCA does not appear to be appropriate for a comparison of variables within a 
pavement type.  It is our understanding of the RFP that the results of the LCCA will 
have no bearing on the pavement design and is therefore not necessary for this 
project.  Can you obtain clarification from WSDOT on this matter?  Specifically...can 
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we amend section 3.5.13 of the ITP to eliminate the requirement for a LCCA.  If 
WSDOT will not remove this requirement, do they want us to perform a LCCA 
comparison for variations of thickness within the wearing and base courses or do 
they want a comparison between PCC and HMA pavement despite the requirements 
in the technical specifications? 
Response:   This question is being researched and will be answered at a later date. 
 

5.  Question: On page 88 of the technical specs. Section 2.12.4.2. The second 
indented paragraph says the structural design manager must report to the DB project 
manager. Shouldn't that be the Design Manager? 
Response:  Yes - the Structural design manager should report to the design 
manager.  Will be addressed by addendum. 
 

6.  Question: What is the design criteria for the pedestrian bridge/aquaduct over the 
railroad, such as sidewalk width, etc? 
Response:  The design criteria for the pedestrian bridge to Water Quality Site # 1 
will be posted on the Project website on January 3, 2005 and will be added by future 
addendum. 
 

7.  Question: Are there any CADD files available for the bridge design work that has 
already been done by WSDOT? 
Response:  The CADD files for the bridge design work are available and will be 
posted on the project website on January 5, 2005. 
 

8.  Question: Technical Provision 2.16.1.3 requires the provision of high mast lighting in 
the Broadway Interchange area.  There is currently no such illumination in this area. 
We have reviewed the EA and the Visual Assessment Technical appendix and find 
no reference or analysis of project lighting.  This Technical provision appears to 
conflict with the NEPA/SEPA document for the project.  Can WSDOT please delete 
Technical Provision 2.16.1.3 or provide clarification regarding specification conflict 
precedence:  NEPA is listed as a Mandatory Standard.  Which has precedence, 
NEPA or the Technical Provisions?   
Response:  The NEPA-EA evaluation for illumination impact was not found to be of 
such significance that an evaluation was required.  If final design of the illumination 
system shows impact to adjacent residences then mitigation would have to be 
included by the Design-Builder.   
 

9.  Question Are project refinements resulting from implementation of Technical 
Provisions considered "Proposed Changes" for which Design Builder is at risk as 
discussed in Technical Specification 2.8.4.1 (NEPA Re-evaluation)? 
Response:  This question cannot be answered without a specific case being cited. 

 
10. Question: Please provide as-built documentation or original documents on all 

previous projects that have occurred in the area from 128th and Interstate 5 to the 
North end of the Slough Bridge. This is needed to ascertain locations for intercepting 
power and communication links. 
Response:   Please contact Mr. Jim Johnson, NWR As-Built Plans and Right of Way 
Office, at 206-440-4026, who will allow you to research the appropriate plans in the 
NWR Dayton Building. 
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11. Question: Provide information on any WSDOT communication systems that are 
currently in place within the project limits.   
Response:  The last project as-built showing the ITS and electrical system work 
performed will be posted on the Project website and available by January 3, 2005.   
Additional information for other projects (as-builts) within the Project limits are 
available in the Northwest Region  As-Built Plans and Right of Way office ( Dayton 
Bldg) 
 

12. Question:  How are the CCTV cameras currently in use powered and how is the 
communication link with the central system accomplished? 
Response:  The cameras on the I-5/SR-526 Interchange area (CCTV221 and CCTV 
222) are linked to the central system by a fiber optic cable and powered through a 
service cabinet.  See response to Question #11.  The camera on Pacific (CCTV 
1934) is powered by a service cabinet and connected to the central system via 
telephone.  The camera on Pacific (CCTV 1955) is powered by a service cabinet and 
connected to the central system via telephone. 
 

13. Question: Our environmental consultant has requested copies of the following 
permit packages that have been submitted for the project.  Are they available? 

• JARPA (Joint Aquatic Resources Permit Application)  
• Shoreline Substantial Development permit information  
• City of Everett Wetland and Stream Alteration Review  

Response:  A copy of the Project JARPA and City of Everett Permit applications are 
attached and will also be posted on the Project website by January 3rd, 2005. 
 

 
 
 
Bob Dyer 
Everett HOV Project Director 
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